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[CHAMNEY :]   The document is certainly a fair imitation; my signature is not

Superintendent Vernon, recalled, stated that on searching the accused at the
Charge Office he found a certificate of domicile under the Immigration Restriction
Act No. 13 of 1903, also a number of poll-tax receipts. On the domicile certificate
were two thumb-impressions, and the certificate was in the name of Daya Lala. On
searching^the accused's house Police Constable Henry was present, and saw witness
recover the documents.

Mr. Schuunnan asked for the purposes of the case that the finger-impressions
of the accused should be taken. He would have to call expert evidence on the matter,

Mr. Gandhi said he would raise no objection, and the case was remanded.1

[Tuesday, July 28, 1908\

... On Tuesday William James Mclntyre stated [in the remanded case of Daya
Lala] that he was a book-keeper in Mr. Gandhi's employ. On the afternoon of
accused's arrest, Superintendent Vernon had called at Mr. Gandhi's office and had
asked for the accused's registration certificate. He opened the office safe and found
the certificate inside. He handed it to the accused who, he believed, handed it to
Superintendent Vernon.

Cross-examined, PIC said] he was in charge of the safe. He had one key and
Mr. Polak had another. Mr. Polak was an attorney and a clerk in Mr. Gandhi's
employ.

Mr. Gandhi was then called by the Crown to give evidence. About 5 o'clock
in the afternoon of the day before the arrest, accused had come to his office and said
that some men were after him on account of his permit. He (Mr. Gandhi) asked
him to bring his permit and, upon inspecting It, said at once that it was a forgery.
He told accused so, and accused seemed surprised. He gave the certificate to
Mr, Polak to put into the safe, telling accused that he need not leave the Colony,
It was then late and he was leaving the office, and going next morning to Pretoria,
Upon his return he would communicate with the police authorities.

W. F. Passman2 stated that he was Record Clerk in the Criminal Investi-
gation Department, and had examined finger-prints, purporting to belong to the
accused, handed to him by Superintendent Verrion.

He had compared the right thumb-print thereof with the thumb-prints on the
Natal Domicile Certificate and the alleged forged certificate, and .found them the'
same*.

I* H. Bradford stated that he was a detective probationer. He had taken
accused's finger-prints the previous morning. Ifcey were those produced. This closed
the case for the prosecution.

Mr, GandM aatinaated tto tiie defence would be reserved, and the case was
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